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Therapne (3. 19. 11); Roman kings, at Asopus in Laconia (3. 22. 9); Cas- 
sandra, at Leuctra in Laconia (3. 26. 5); Messene, at Messene (4. 32. 11); 
Iphigenia, at Aegira (7. 26. 5) ; Heracles, at Hyettus in Boeotia (9. 24. 3) ; 
Heracles, near Boeotian Orchomenus (9. 38. 6); Hercyna, at Lebadea (9. 
39. 3); Trophonius, at Lebadea (9. 29. 4). Several of the temples are said 
by Pausanias to have had statues of the heroes, presumably cult-statues. 
If it be objected that these persons had been deified and virtually were gods, 
the objection may be sustained. Surely, however, if a naos may be devoted 
to Lycurgus, one may be allowed, a fortiori, to Theseus. Not that the 
temple at Athens must for this reason be the Theseum; other arguments to 
the contrary are decisive, but the argument in question will not stand. I 
mentioned this relation briefly some time ago (American Journal of Archae- 
ology, XIII [1909], 57) without publishing the evidence, which has recently 
come again to my attention. 

C. H. Wellee 
Iowa City, Iowa 



NOTE ON CHALCIDIUS' COMMENTARY ON THE 
TIMAEUS ccxxvm 

Wrobel's text reads: "Hoc loco calumniari solent homines, quibus veri 
indagandi cura nulla est. Dicunt enim Platonem in Phaedro quidem adserere 
animam esse sine ulla compositione proptereaque indissolubilem, in Timaeo 
tamen compositam rem confiteri," etc. Wrobel's index refers to Phaedrus 
245C-246A. But neither there nor elsewhere in the Phaedrus does Plato 
affirm the soul to be "sine ulle compositione proptereaque indissolubilem." 
Chalcidius evidently had in mind Phaedo 78C, atrmStrov, etc., and 80B, koI 
afkaXvTu), etc. Chalcidius knew and elsewhere quotes the Phaedo. We 
must restore here in Phaedone. 

Paul Shokey 



'OAirOMEPIA AND nOAYMEPIA 

These terms are used to describe "blemishes" (»ca»c«u) of the heroic 
verse in the two following passages: 

A. Eustathius, 353. 39: aAAa to pkv toiovtov wdffos ?x° l <xv Aoyov KaKiav 
iirovs etvai, KaOa. ttjv 6 Xiy o p.€[r]p lav , tj Ottopeirat. iv orix<p i£ oXiytav 
fup£>v Xoyov trvyxupevu), olov 

KoXXrjrbv )8XijTpo«n, Svio ko.1 tlKOO'iwijyv (O 678) • 
fvrtXts yap to £K 8ix> pepu>v Xoyov, r/yovv ovoparos k<u o-wo*io~pjov, ypuiov oros 
o-vy KtKporrjarOai. 

to Se Kal T-qv ir o\v p.t[r]p iav TpirrjV ttvai xaKiav Ijrovs, ko.6' fjv aTi^os 
a.irr]pTio-Tai. ck ttoWwv ptpwv Xoyov arvyKtipevos, olov 

iv t' &pa oi <j>v x«p' eiros t' efar' ik t ovopa£a> (Z 253 = 406, etc.), 
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airoplav irpoftaXkeTai. el yap to €k nivre p£pS>v Xoyov o~uvredeip.evov Kama 
arovs, 8ia tl p.r) iroXXtS irXiov to Ik iravrw eKeivo to OTrovSaioraTov 

irpbi Si /te tov 8vo-Tt)Vov Iti (ppoviovr' iXirjo-ov (X 59) .... 

B. Anonymus Ambrosianus, in Studemund, Artec. Var. I, p. 215 inept 
tS>v Ka.Kop.eTpu>v cti^cov, §2): 6 Xiy o p.e p la Si icrriv, olov 

avTOKao-lyvrrros pxyaOvpav Hp<i>Te<rtXdov (B 706). 

elprrrcu. 8e SXiyoptpia otto tov tov TroWa o-Tiyov eh Svo p.6va SuxipeiaOai p-ipr) tov 

Xoyov. 

iroXvp.epia Si eo-Tiv (olov), 

iv t' apa ot <j>v x £t P' <?ir°s t ' i<por' * K T ' 6vopjaZ,ev (Z 253, etc.). 

elpryrcu Si iroXvptpua cwro tov ttoXXois tov Xoyov awi\eo-9ox p.ipeo-iv eh SeVca yap 
pipr) tov Xoyov SirjprjTai. 

Apparently both Eustathius (except in lines 10-12, on which see below) and 
the Anonymus derive their statements from the same source, although they 
give different examples of oXiyopxpia (H. Grossmann, De doctrinae metricae 
reliquis ab Eustathio servatis, Argentorati [1887], p. 31). Both writers 
used their source without fully understanding it. In the first place, the 
verse cited by the Anonymus as an example of dXtyopxpia (B 706) is said 
to contain but two "parts of speech" (Passage B, 1. 3 f.). But inasmuch as 
ancient Greek grammar classed nouns and adjectives together as one part 
of speech (6Vo/*a; cf. Kuhner-Blass, I, 1, p. 355, 2; 356, Anm. 2), there is 
only one part of speech, instead of two, in B 706 — unless airo is to be regarded 
as a part of speech. Furthermore, Eustathius and the Anonymus do not 
agree on the number of fiipr) Xoyov in the verse which is used to illustrate 
TroXvpepui (Z 253, etc.), the former counting five and the latter ten. Finally, 
Eustathius is perplexed (Passage A, 10-12) because the example of iroXvp.epla 
contains but five "parts of speech," whereas a famous verse of Homer con- 
tains all eight parts (X 59). This verse is the stock example of the 
TiXevov tiros, which is one of the seven "varieties" (Suupopai) of the heroic 
hexameter, Helias Monachus in Studemund, Anec. Var. I, p. 173: reXeiov 
Si to e\ov oXa to. p.ipr) tov Xoyov, (otov) 

irpos 8' ip.i tov Svo-ttjvov, in <ppoviovr' iXirjtrov (X 59) ; 

also Studemund, op. cit., pp. 190, 245; Schol. Hephaestion (A), p. 178, Gais- 
ford. Eustathius himself refers to this doctrine in his comment on X 59 
(1256, 60): to Se "irpbs 8c' /*«, ktX." e$ oktw tov Xoyov p.epG>v o-vyKeKporrfrai. 
With this passage Grossmann (p. 33) compares Schol. Dion. Thrax, 842, 5: 

koi yap eo-nv 'O/xrjpiKos or^os to. okto> p.iprj tov Xoyov ix<ov ovros 

IIpos Si p.e, ktX. 
to pkv yap "irpos" tort irpoOiaeuis, to "8e" o-vvSio-p.ov, ktX. 
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In view of these passages it is not strange that Eustathius was perplexed 
when confronted with a verse which is used as an example of irokv/xepia and 
which contains but five parts of speech. 

The clue to the solution of the aporia and likewise to the real meaning 
of oAiyo/iepia and iroXvpxpia as used by the common source of Eustathius 
and the Anonymus Ambrosianus de re metrica, is to be found in the ambiguity 
of the phrase, to ixepos tou Adyou. As a grammatical term the phrase means 
"one of the eight parts of speech," and this is the sense in which Eustathius 
understands it. But the later Greek metrical writers used /idpos rov Adyou 
regularly in the sense of "word" (Adyos, A.«'|is). The successive steps in 
the development of this use of the phrase are illustrated by four definitions 
of the caesura of the hexameter: 

1. Aristides Quint. 52M: to/jlt] 8e iari /xopiov p,irpov to irpu>Tov iv avroi 
Xoyov mrapTitflv, vwip Svo irdoas as avo/xota p.epr) Biaipovv to fiirpov, i.e., a 
caesura is formed by a word ending within a foot, except the first and 
second feet. 

2. Helias Monachus, ?repi tou rjpatiKov /terpou, § 2 (Studemund, op. cit., 

p. 172) : yivtrai 8' avrt) (sc. ij Top,»j) iv rrj rpir-ij \u>pq. . . . . iv TtXu A i $ e a> s. 

Here Ae'&s takes the place of Aoyos in 1. 

3. Anonymus Ambrosianus Q, § 2 (Studemund, p. 159): n-£v0<:/u/*epi;s 
toriv, oTav /Atra Svo 7rdSas evptdrj o~vXXa/3r) airapTifcovtra. eis TeXtiov /xtpos Adyou; 
the phrase, awapTiZ,ovo-a .... Adyou is exactly equivalent to "iv reXa 
Xiijtuts" in 2. Te'Xeiov was doubtless added to guard against the possi- 
bility of making a ro/iij after a preposition in composition, or the like; p*pos 
Adyou is on the way toward meaning Aefts. 

4. Anonymus Ambrosianus Q, § 1 (ibid.) : i<f>$tfup,eprjs 8« Xiytrax, orav 
lx£Ta tovs Tpcis wdSas iiptOy o-vXXa/3i) airapTi£ovo-a. ds p-epos Adyou. Here 
riXaov is omitted, and arrapTi^ovo-a eh jnepos Adyou is used in the sense of 
iv Te'Aei Ae£eo>s, that is, p.epos Adyou (or tou Adyou) is the equivalent of Ac£is, 
"word," and does not mean "part of speech" (cf. also Schol. Hephaest. 
Ambros., Studemund, op. cit, p. 138; Ps.-Hephaestion, Appendix Lib. II, 
cited below). 

It is this meaning of ptpos tov Adyou, i.e., "word" rather than "part 
of speech," which we must find in the second of the passages under dis- 
cussion (B, line 7), for in the verse, 

ev t' apa ol <pv x«P' «"■<>? t' €<par' «k t' ovo/jui£ev, 

there are ten "words" (t« being twice repeated), but only five "parts of 
speech." 

This interpretation throws new light upon the meaning of oXiyop^pla and 
■jroXvpxpm as used by the source of Eustathius and the Anonymus Ambro- 
sianus. Both of the examples of 6Xiyop.epia cited by the two writers (B 706, 
678) contain but three words, for ovrnKaiuKoo-mrixv is a single word. 
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Verses of this kind are extremely rare in the Homeric poems, the only other 
occurrences being, 

A 427, avroKocriyvrfTov evycveos Swxoto, 
and 

k 137, airoKacrtyvqTi] 6Xo6<f>povos Atifrao. 

In the later epic the verse which is composed of three words is almost as 
infrequent. The writer has noticed the following cases in about 60,000 
verses: 

Horn. Hymns, V, 31, TrarpoKaxrCyvryro%, TroXwrrjpAvrwp iroXv8eyp.<ov, 

XXVII, 3, avTOKaxriyvqrqv xpvaaopov 'AirdAAcovos, 
Hesiod, Works, 383, UkrfidSaiv 'ArXayevtutv iTnrtXXopxvdw, 

Manetho, 4, 227, 8aBcxaTr]p.opioio-i, 7rpo$jjTopas itpoXdp.irpovi, 

396, a.KTivr)^oXLrj(Ti <pa€(T<p6pov OuAup.iroio ( = 1, 322), 
421, oK.Tivr)ISo\irpTi ?rvpi/8Ai?TOt<n KaraBpfj, 
Quint. Smyrn. X, 58, TraTpoKao-iyviqTTjv Kparcpdcppova /cu&u'vovtes, 

Orph., Lithica, 80, a.p.<t>urcpiir\a<r9u<ra, /JaSi£ep. £I/ dv#e/*devra, 

758, avroKaavynjrjjv Ke;(oA<op:ei/os Apyupdrofos, 
Orph., Hymns, X, 23, iravpyre, KVKXoTtprjs, aXXorptopjop<po8{atTt, 

Colluthus, 21, avTOKxunyvrfTt]v \evKm\evov ' Ap.<piTpiTi]S. 

Similarly, no verse in Homer or the later epic poetry, according to the 
observations of the writer, contains more than twelve words, the number 
which is found in the verse cited as an example of iroX.vp.epia (Z, 253, etc.), if 
we count the repetitions of re. Hence we may conclude that oXiyoputpla and 
iroXvfiepia had no reference to the "parts of speech," but applied to verses 
containing a very small or very large number of words. 

There are other indications that the metricians counted the number of 
words in the verse. Marius Victorinus (72, 7, K) mentions among the 
versus insignes, "quattuor orationis partibus decurrentes, ut 

cornua velatarum obvertimus antemnarum (Verg. Aen. iii. 549) 
(where there are only three 'parts of speech' at most); aut do-wSerot et 
&a revre (sc. p-tputv rov Xoyov), ut 

formosum pastor Corydon ardebat Alexin. (Verg. Ed. ii. 1)." 
Marius Plotius, who admits his indebtedness to the graeci nobiles metrici 
(543, 16, K), apparently is following the same source as Victorinus in the 
following passage (505, 15, K): 

Huius versus, id est heroici, virtutes sunt tres: si dowSeros versus 
fuerit .... si fuerit tetracolos, id est si quattuor verbis vel quibuslibet partibus 
orationis fuerit divisus (the ambiguity of pApos rov Xoyov is again apparent) 
cuius exemplum .... graecumsic, 

alBeopat. ftao-iXrja iroXv^pvo-oio Mu/ojV)js (cf. A, 46), 
sed woXv fecit ilium quasi pentacolon, nam jroAvxpuo-os composition 
nomen est. 
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Pseudo-Hephaestion, Appendix Lib. II (H. zur Jacobsmiihlen, Diss. 
Argentor., X, 248), in a Priscianic illustration of the proper method of describ- 
ing a Homeric verse: 

&s ?<£ot' eixo/xa/os, tov 8' ?/c\ue QoifSos 'AiroWmv (A, 43 = 457 = 11, 527). 

. . . . oKTa/tuXos, okto) yap tyu fiipr) Xoyov, i.e., contains eight words. 

Whether the metrician who first noted the number of words in the verse 
is likewise responsible for the doctrine of oAiyop-epca and 7roAu/xepia is uncer- 
tain. If so, it is an interesting question why the Latin writers on metric 
regarded as "noteworthy" or an "excellence" a type of verse which to the 
Greeks seemed a "blemish." Elsewhere the writer will show that Homer 
and the other Greek epic poets by no means avoided using the tetracolos. 
For the present it is enough to conclude that the passages discussed above 
reveal a hitherto unnoticed method by which the ancient writers on metric 
classified the different types of the heroic verse. 

Samuel E. Bassett 

University op Vermont 



